have been done accidentally. The first hypothesis,1 think,
we can dismiss. It is too elaborate. There was no guaran-
tee that (a) you would take the film to be developed and
that (b) the chemist would go to the police. The second
hypothesis is unreal. The photographs were valuable and
the possibility of retrieving them remote. Besides, they
were safe enough inside the camera. No, I think it was
accidental The cameras are of an identical pattern and
in standard cases. But where and when were they
changed? Not at Nice, for you told me that you took
your camera back to the hotel and packed it. Not on your
journey, because it was under lock and key in your
suitcase during the entire time. It was at the Reserve that
the change was made. If the change was accidental, then
it could only have been made in one of the public rooms.
At what time? You brought your camera down at break-
fast-time yesterday, you tell me. Where did you have
breakfast?'

'On the terrace.'

'Did you take the camera with you?3

'No. I left it in its case on one of the chairs in the hall to
pick up as I went through into the garden afterwards.5

'At what time did you go to breakfast?'

'At about half past eight.5

'And to the gardens?'

'About an hour later.'

'And then you took photographs?5

'Yes.'

'At what time did you return?'

'It was nearly twelve.'

'What did you do?'

'I went straight to my room and removed the exposed
spool.'
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